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from thence, with his mother, brethren, (or cousin-gennans) who,
after Joseph's death, appear to have resided with her, and his
five first disciples, to Capernaum, on the lake of Gennesareth,

or sea of Galilee, whence, after a sojourmneiit of " not many
days" he proceeded with them to the passover at Jerusalem,
John ii. 12, 13,

He there first, " coming to Ms own home" John L 11,opened
his divine commission in the temple, by a significant act of au-
thority, namely, of purging It, or driving out of its courts, all the
traders in sacrifices, and the money-changers, who exercised a
profane traffic there, for the convenience of foreigners who
attended the passover, Dent. xiv. 25, with this rebuke, " Make
not MY FATHER'S house a house of merchandize;" repeating
in public, what he had before said In private, at his first visit,
that GOB was his peculiar FATHER, or that He was their
expected MESSIAH, the SON OF GOB ; c< animated" with that
" pious zeal" for the purity of the temple, foretold of him by
David, Ps. Ixix. 9.

Upon this occasion, the Jeivs, or their rulers, required of Mm
a sign from heaven to prove Ms commission; but he enigmati-
cally referred them to a sign from the earth, his crucifixion by
them, and resurrection on the third day: " Destroy this temple,
and in three days will I raise it up?

This they misunderstood literally, and expressed their sur-
prise ; forty-six years haih this temple "been building9 [and it
Is not finished yet] and wilt ihou raise it tip in three days ?
But he spoke figuratively, of " the temple of his body" [in wliicli
" dwelt all the fulness of THE GODHEAD corporeally" Col. ii.
9.] Hence this was made an article of false accusation against
him at his iniquitous trial, three years after, one witness alleging
that he said, " I am able to destroy the temple of GOD, and io
Littld it in three days" Matt. xxvi. 61 ; the other, "I will
destroy this temple made with hands, and in three days I will
build another^ made without hands ;" their testimony not being
consistent, and the latter confounding* the literal and figurative
meaning together, Mark xiv. 58, 59.

Neither was the studied obscurity of this enigmatical answer
understood by the disciples themselves, until it was explained
by the ecent of his resurrection on the third clay; then indeed
they remembered this saying, and believed the scripture-pro-